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Body 


The Russian invasion of Ukraine seems to have created a moment of unusual seriousness in public policy 
throughout the Western world including Canada. After some initial foot-dragging, governments including our own 
are taking bold and forceful steps that | expect are causing the Kremlin surprise and consternation in equal 
proportion. But will we remain serious about security going forward and particularly on energy policy? Even now 
there are traces of the old unseriousness. Like people thinking Putin would care if the UN General Assembly went 
"No Vladimir, bad Vladimir," and as if Ukraine is fighting back hard and getting lethal western aid because a bunch 
of windbags are unbagging wind not the other way around. Including Bob Rae, whose diagnosis "This is a war 
fuelled by the desire of President Putin to restore imperialism and colonialism" would have amazed Rudyard 
Kipling, and whose brushing off of Putin's nuclear alert with "It's important for us not to be scared off by this tactic" 
recalls John Wayne in Flying Leathernecks saying anyone not afraid in such a situation is an idiot. 


Rae kept digging, saying the Russian government agreed "six or seven weeks ago" nobody could win a nuclear war 
then psychobabbling about "the language of the abuser... it is irrational talk" as if an abusive madman with nukes 
was beneath his notice. I'm not saying give in. I'm saying think about real things not undergraduate seminar 
abstractions. 


Even our Prime Minister was still gassing about sending messages to symbolize our symbolic symbolism. But he's 
doing the right thing without much practice so | won't dwell on it. Instead let's get serious about energy. 


One remarkably unserious aspect of recent governance, suddenly and scarily unmasked as tanks rolled toward 
Kyiv, was that Western governments, including ours, have deliberately made reliable energy scarce and expensive. 
And since the main tools at their disposal are to obstruct domestic production and transport, but the promised 
cleaner, better jobs and energy didn't materialize, the main immediate result was to leave Western Europe hostage 
to Russian natural gas, and both Canada and the United States awkwardly importing Russian oil instead of using 
the Canadian stuff. 


Incredibly, it got worse. 


Germany and France were both shutting down nuclear plants, as if any sane environmentalist considered them a 
major source of greenhouse gases. And when you find yourself, like Germany, revving up coal plants instead you 
know you're seriously confused. Especially when China in particular was ramping up coal-fired energy so fast that 
anything you accomplished, at whatever cost, would be purely symbolic on climate. 


Now what, assuming we survive the next week? Climate change alarmists really think, or say they think, that if it 
gets a degree or so warmer ecosystems will collapse and human civilization along with them. It is definitely not the 
case that scientists are all saying such things, including most associated with the UN Intergovernmental Panel on 
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Climate Change. But journalists, politicians and the Swedish doom goblin have insisted they do. And if we believe 
it, we must do something drastic or we are all going to die. 


When serious people find themselves in a box strangely resembling a coffin, they try hard to think outside the box. 
Instead, just as the man-made energy crisis was being revealed as a massive geopolitical as well as economic 
blunder, a group popped up here to urge Conservatives to get jiggy with it. And its Executive Director Ken 
Boessenkool told an interviewer "Some people think climate change is an existential crisis. | won't debate that." 
Nor, of course, will the Liberals, NDP or most journalists, who shun climate skepticism as an unacceptable view. 
But serious people do not refuse to think about things that might lead to uncomfortable conclusions. Things like 
"What if Vladimir Putin really intends to annex Ukraine?" or "What if Xi Jinping really intends to annex Taiwan?" Or 
"What if we were stridently wrong on global warming?" For extra unserious points, Boessenkool added "for me, the 
existential crisis is never having a Conservative government." But the real existential crisis is that if human GHGs 
are going to destroy civilization, the planet and your little polar bear too, we must take action at least as decisive as 
what we're doing in Ukraine to make China stop burning coal, Russia stop producing oil (and Saudi Arabia, 
Venezuela and that crowd), while creating a national security and economic crisis of appalling proportions at home 
that, among its many unattractive qualities, cripples our efforts to get Xi Jinping in a headlock. 


So we're driven into the corner Boessenkool tried to skate out of. Is it really true that we must, absolutely must, 
destroy our own fossil fuel industry and everyone else's or the planet gets it? It's a very serious question and, | 
hope, we're now in a serious mood. 
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